opinion that, provided the site could be advantageously disposed of, it would be better to remove, and adding that his views were fully in accord with those of the minority report of the committee. He had considered the matter from the broadest possible aspect, setting aside sentiment of personal convenience, and he trusted that a majority of the Governors would decline to allow money given with a view to meeting certain pressing needs to be diverted from their intention. Such a course would be wasteful, irrational, and useless. The following letter from Sir Henry Burdett had been received:? " Owing to a serious accident which befell me in May, I have been kept a close prisoner in the country and unable to attend meetings or transact business until to-day. This has prevented me from attending the later meetings of the Committee appointed to consider the proposal to remove the hospital to a larger site, and accounts for the absence of my name from the report and final votiDg. Having taken the greatest interest in the whole of the proceedings of the Committee from the date of its appointment, and being in a position to know all the facts, as I find I shall not be well enough to attend the meeting of Governors on the 21st inst., I venture to send you the conclusions to which I have come on the questions which will then be brought to your notice.
"First of all it should be clearly understood that the Committee is in fact about equally divided, a conclusion which is borne out by the knowledge that Mr. West was in the chair, and that five members were unavoidably absent from the final meeting. I mention this point at the outset because it is well that the Governors should clearly understand that, despite the fact of the regrettable retirement of Sir William Bennett and Sir Isambard Owen, who were both in favour of removal to a new site, and the addition to the Committee of two members of the staff who were against removal, the result of the investigations has been to convince practically half the Committee that the course recommended in the minority repoit is in all the circumstances best for the future of St. George's Hospital.
"The position to-day is very simple, and may be stated in a few words.
It is trne that it will be possible, with the new site acquired, providing all the land now leased to the hospital is transferred to the Governors, to erect thereon a new hospital of about 300 beds, and to make it a modern hospital efficient in all respects. If due consideration is to be given to the business aspects and future welfare, reputation, and prosperity of St. George's Hospital, there seem to be but two alternatives, from which the Governors must make their choice:?(1) To appoint a committee of men of business to take steps to dispose of the present site at such a price as will enable the Governors to acquire a new site within the district, and to erect thereon a modern hospital, containing at least an equal number of beds to the present one ; or (2) to raise ?300,000 to enable the hospital to be rebuilt upon the site at Hyde Park Corner, the whole of which must then be acquired, and transferred in the first instance to trustees of the hospital.
" In my judgment, the adoption of the latter alternative must entail the closing of St. George's Hospital for at least two years, because to attempt to rebuild in sections would so increase the cost and prolong the period over which the work must extend that no wealthy person who considers the matter in all its bearings would be likely to contribute largely to a rebuilding fund unless it was made perfectly clear that the hospital would be closed during rebuilding. 
